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15 January 1982
MEMORANDUM FOR: | | | STAT
PRB Legal Advisor '
THROUGH: Deputy Director of Central Intelligence
FROM: Lavon B. Strong
Chairman, Pub1ications Review Board
SUBJECT: Completed PRB Review - Stansfield Turner, Hooray for Leak
Control (548-82) _
1. The PRB has completed without security objection its review
of the above manuscript.
2. Upon DDCI concurrence, please notify Admiral Turner of the
Board's decision. He has requested a response today.
STAT

fﬂLavon B. Strong

CONCUR:
B A L S PR A i@g EAN @082
’ig’ii \J'_"\ < \,M\:\'):?‘ . ® >
Deputy Director of Central Intelligence Date

b6-305

- Approved For Release 2007/05/08 : CIA-RDP83M00914R000300070019-6




/ S BT oved FoT RelSasE 2007705708 T CIARDPE3MOUY TAR000300070079:6

MEMO from Stansﬁeld Turner N |
9 j2. 4 % Wﬂ
- //&ﬁ/l/{//z/(/(

' %” //// 1 ///é

- %&/ %E S§3- 2063
| A | T




/)'

P e e sl b op

‘ Appr’oved For Release 2007/05/08 - ClA- RDP83IVI00914R000300070019—6 -

PO S SO G Nt 3 o Wb AR ey o o oo e e £ 8 okt e o

Hooray for Leak Control

Stahsfield Turner

The President has established new controls to
curtail leaks of classified governmant information.
The various media are not providing the public a

bigancéd reSponsé to this gommendable effort, They

.are-telling us; that inhiBitions on»public>servants

will result in a less well informed media and hence

a less well informed public; that no uch system of
controls has ever worked anyway; and that the govern-
ment will continue to 1eak'wﬁen'it wants to for its
own aﬂvahtages. Whét:is missing is a discussion

of the damagebthaf is done through'unauthorjzed leaks.

First there is the endangering of our sources

~of intellignece information. We may spend billions

dﬁ.dollars on a new technical system for colleet—
ihg data and then give away the secret for counter-
ing it. We may endanger the life oqé foreign agent
who is taking risks at our request 4nd on our behalf.
Perhaps, even more importantly, by lessening confi-’
dence in our ability to protéct our agents, Qe re-
duce the probability that we will be able to re-
cruit the agents today whom we*1l1 need‘five to ten
years from now, |

Second, we do direct dmmage to our foreign

policy and our military readiness by tipping our hand
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“or describinv our capabilities. Perhaps the most

. : 7,
signiflcant element here is that we are often denled g%’

A, Atke Xz{.%o\y\ tct.w\ W AMesiu s

.OpportunltleiﬂJust because the risk of a leak is so

high. In my Oplnion, one of the key reasons that the
hostage rescue raid into Iran d1d not succeed was the

percelved nece551ty for extreme measures to prevent

leaks during the planning process. And even at that;

the fact that an actlon of some sort was underway .
with respect to the hostages was beglnnlnp to be
perceived by newsmen by the time the.raid tquplace.‘

Leaks of secur1ty~1nformat10ns are, in my

‘~-v1ew, the s:.nvle most serlous handicap to our %r- )
‘elgn pOlle internal to our government Certalnly, .

leaks are the greatest problem our 1ntelllgence ag—

encies face. Most Pre51dents have had to face this

issuﬁe. ‘SOme made valiant attempts to® control leaks,

some. #2345 ones. President Reagan's approach is
certainly neither doomed to failure nor is it# e ? )

-fgﬁég&&) He deserves a trial period to demonstrate

that his new controls will not be abused'by over class-

_ification or by selective leaks.

One reason that it is worth giving the
President's plan a try is that the dangers of controls
are being'grossly exaggerated. WYWhat do leaks accom-

plish for our country? They often simply advance the

time at hhlch the publlc will be informed and in so
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doing pre~empt or destroy a foreign policy/ initiative.

Or they relea_ se some detail of classified data that

is well beyond the interest or comprehension of the .

general public. For instance, when our hbstages were

.be1na held in Iran there were particular threats ag-~

alnst those whom the Iranlans identified as hav1ng
been with the CIA. Two ma jore newspapears published

detailed descr1pt10ns>about how to identifyx a CiA

person from other embassy employees based on records

-which the’Iranian captors held. I wrote to the ed-

itors and'compléined shat the American public i

-hardly needed the specifics in this instance and
‘that x;é lives might be at stake. AR AR RBEER T

| zzswewdwderr Both editors responded that it was their

duty to publish such information despite its irrel-
evahce to informing ourApublic.

The pr1nc1pa1 argument for not d1scourag1ng
fhe illegal practlce of 1eak1ng is that someone will’
uncover another Watergate by thls means, That is a
risk, but would a set of contrgls such as the Pre51dent
has establlshed dlssuade either a Woodward and Bern-
stein team or a Deep Throat from.doing what the} each

did?
Woodward and Bernstain provided a valuable

public servicé, But the popularity of investigative
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reporting and of whistle blo#ing has risen too far.
There is little quiesden  question that the public
interest today lies on the side of curbing the ex-

cesseS of unduthorized leaks to which we.have sub-

Jjected ourselves. Let's give the Pre51deant s plan'a

fair trial and 3w wish hlnsluck
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